Liberty and  Freedom

Suppose he knows himself to be a constitutional coward.
One of the finest musical artists in the world told me that
he was a hopeless coward and that nothing on earth could
make him face even the noise of the firing of a gun, to say
nothing of his dread of a bullet. Why should he be com-
pelled to fight for his country? He did not make himself
or select his own nerves and character! This is an ex-
treme case. In time of war the relation of the citizen to
his nation is changed, as we shall see, but in times of
peace the limitation of public despotism over the indi-
vidual is necessary in the ordinary affairs of life. The
only question is where to draw the line. .Witness the
silly interference with individuals in the supposed public
interest brought about by Building Acts in towns. In-
numerable instances of their folly could be cited. The
same is true of Education Acts, Insurance Acts, and all
other the like interferences with individual freedom,
except when that freedom limits the corresponding free-
dom of other individuals. No doubt there will always
be room for difference of opinion as to the interpretation
of this proviso; but the crowd in its desire for dominion is
not concerned about any such question. It desires to
control the whole lif e of each of its units and cannot help
so desiring. That is the nature of the beast, and it is
precisely because that is its nature that it needs to have
its powers limited. The despotism of kings has been
tried and the experience of mankind showed that unless
a king's powers were limited the individual was bound to
suffer. Now the despotism of crowds is on trial and a
similar experience is arising in relation to them.
There exist in fact two separate and alike inalienable
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